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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on May 9, 
2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 3-5, 10-12, 15-17, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites "storing audio information... determining a frame boundary for 
said stored audio information", hence requires determining a frame boundary after audio 
information is stored. 

Claim 3 (which depends on claim 2 which depends on claim 1) recites " said 
storing further comprises: determining whether said buffer location comprises said 
determined frame boundary", hence requires determining whether said buffer location 
comprises said determined frame boundary to occur during storing. Since said 
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determined frame boundary refers to the determined frame boundary recited in claim 1 , 
the recitation of frame boundary in claim 3 contradicts the recitation of frame boundary 
in claim 1. 

Claims 4-5 are rejected because they depend on claim 3. 

Claims 6 and 10-12, 13 and 15-17, 18 and 21-23 generally correspond to claims 
1 and 3-5, hence claims 10-12, 15-17, 21-23 are rejected on the same basis. 

No prior art rejections are made with respect to claims 3-5, 10-12, 15-17, 21-23 
since the claims, as recited, do not enable the examiner to interpret the claims without a 
great deal of speculations. 

4. Claims 1-18, 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites "said schedule" in line 6. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for such limitation. 

Claim 2 recites "said audio information" in line 3 and also in line 4. It is not clear 
whether such limitation refers to the audio information in line 2 of claim 1 or the audio 
information in line 2 of claim 2. 

Claim 1 recites "said frame boundary" in line 6, claim 3 recites "said determined 
frame boundary" in lines 3-4 and "said frame boundary" in line 5, and claim 4 recites 
"said frame boundary" in line 3. It is not clear whether there "said determined frame 
boundary" and "said frame boundary" refer to the same frame boundary. 

Claim 3 recites "said determination" in lines 5-6. It is not clear whether such 
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limitation refers to determining in line 4 of claim 1, or determining in line 3 of claim 3. 

Claim 5 recites "said audio information" in line 5. It is not clear whether such 
limitation refers to the audio information in line 2 of claim 1 , the audio information in line 
2 of claim 2, or the audio information in line 4 of claim 5. 

Claim 6 recites "said schedule" in line 9. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for such limitation. 

Claim 6 recites "said frame boundary" in line 9, claim 10 recites "said determined 
frame boundary" in line 2 and "said frame boundary" in line 3, and claim 1 1 recites "said 
frame boundary" in line 3. It is not clear whether there "said determined frame 
boundary" and "said frame boundary" refer to the same frame boundary. Furthermore, 
claim 10 recites "a frame boundary" in line 3. It appears that within the context of claim 
10 that "said determined frame boundary" and "a frame boundary" refer to the same 
frame boundary. 

Claim 12 recites "said audio information" in line 5. It is not clear whether such 
limitation refers to the audio information in line 2 of claim 9, or the audio information in 
line 3 of claim 12. 

Claims 13-17 generally correspond to claims 1-5 and are rejected on the same 
bases - see rejections of claims 1-5 above. 

Claims 18, 20-23 generally correspond to claims 6, 9-12 and are rejected on the 
same bases - see rejections of claims 6, 9-1 2 above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-2; 6-9; 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Parry et al. (USP 6,463,486). 

7. As per claims 1-2, 13-14 , Parry teaches a method and corresponding article 
comprising a storage medium that includes instructions to manage a buffer, comprising: 

storing audio information in a circular buffer [124, FIGs. 6, 7; col. 7, lines 30-32; 
col. 7, lines 19-21]; 

scheduling access to said audio information by a plurality of components [126, 
FIGs. 6, 7; col. 8, lines 22-24]; 

determining a frame boundary for said stored audio information [determining start 
location and end location of data to be read [col. 11, lines 59-64; col. 12, lines 20-24]]; 
and 

accessing said stored audio information by said components in accordance with 
said schedule [col. 7, lines 32-39] and said frame boundary [col. 12, lines 36-39], 

wherein said storing comprises receiving audio information [col. 7, lines 30-32], 
identifying a buffer location to store said audio information [col. 8, lines 35-41 ; col. 1 1 , 
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lines 14-16], and storing said audio information in said buffer location [col. 1 1 , lines 14- 
16]. 

8. As per claims 6.9 . Parry teaches an apparatus [FIG. 6] to perform media 
processing, comprising: 

a circular buffer [124, FIGs. 6, 7]; 

an audio data module [122, FIGs. 6, 7; col. 7, lines 19-21] connected to said 
circular buffer; 

a plurality of components [126, FIGs. 6, 7; 130, FIG. 6; col. 4, lines 55-57] 
connected to said circular buffer; and 

a scheduling module [200, FIG. 7] connected to said audio data module and said 
components, said scheduling module to schedule access to said audio information 
stored by said circular buffer for said plurality of components, said audio data module to 
determine a frame boundary for said stored audio information, and said components to 
access said stored audio information in accordance with said schedule and said frame 
boundary (see rejections of claims 1-2, 12-13 above), 

wherein the audio data module stores audio information in the circular buffer [col. 
7, lines 30-32] by receiving audio information [col. 7, lines 30-32], identifying a buffer 
location to store the audio information [col. 8, lines 35-41; col. 11, lines 14-16], and 
storing said audio information in said buffer location [col. 11, lines 14-16], 

9. As per claims 7-8 . Parry further teaches the plurality of components comprising 
at least a voice encoder [effect filters [col. 20, lines 59-60]] and a preprocessing module 
[col. 20, lines 60-64]; 
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the plurality of components comprising at least a data modem [col. 4, lines 55-57 
and a voice decoder [120, FIGs. 5, 6]; 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 18, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parry et aL 

12. Parry teaches and a system to process audio information [col. 1 , lines 30-33], 
comprising a media processing device (the media processing device of claims 6, 9) for 
streaming media information over the Internet [col. 1, lines 30-33]. 

Perry therefore discloses the invention except for the system comprising a media 
gateway and a media gateway controller, and except for the media gateway and the 
media gateway controller being connected to the media processing device. 

Since Parry teaches the media processing device streaming media information 
over the Internet, and since it was known in the art at the time the invention was made 
for a media gateway to stream media between a local network and the Internet, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to connect a media gateway and a corresponding media gateway controller to the 
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media processing device in order to stream data between a local network and the 
Internet. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed May 9, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

14. With respect to the 1 12 rejections, applicant argued that the term "frame 
boundary" is consistent in the dependent and independent claim pairings discussed by 
the examiner. The argument is not persuasive because the method of claim 3 
essentially comprises: 

storing audio information (which comprises determining whether said buffer 
location comprises said determined frame boundary - as recited in claim 3) and 

determining a frame boundary for said stored audio information - as recited in 
claim 1 . 

Note that "determining a frame boundary for said stored information" requires the 
frame boundary to be determined after the audio information is stored, yet storing the 
audio information comprises "determining whether said buffer location comprises said 
determined frame boundary " requiring the frame boundary to be already determined 
before or during the storage of the audio information. 

15. With respect to the 102 and 103 rejections, applicant argued that Parry fails to 
teach "determining a frame boundary for stored audio information" because the portions 
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cited by the examiner merely discuss positions within a circular buffer. 

The argument is not persuasive because the cited portions of Parry teach 
determining the boundaries of read data in a buffer (i.e. positions of the start and end 
locations of the data to be read), the buffer comprising a plurality of frames - hence 
determining a frame boundary for the stored audio information. 

16. Applicant further argued that Parry does not disclose "determining boundaries of 
stored frames" and the cited portions do not discuss the characteristics of information 
(e.g. frames) stored within the circular buffer. 

The argument is not persuasive because the recited claims do not preclude Parry 
from teaching "determining a frame boundary for the stored audio information". Further, 
it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., determining boundaries of 
stored frames or the characteristics of information) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanh Q. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
41 54. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30AM-7:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Huynh can be reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for 
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the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




TQN 

July 19, 2006 



